NEWSLETTER 


January, 1960 


The recent UN Gen- 
eral Assembly has 
ended. Great disar- 
mament debates have 
been well covered here; 
other matters were 
also of importance. 


As usual, the Assembly opened with 
the debate on seating Mainland China. 
As usual, the U.S. succeeded in having 
the matter postponed to another year, 
the U.S. resolution stating that the issue 


the Indian Border, the U.S. would have 
found their support slipping again this 
year as it has every previous year. 

The Assembly closed with a compro- 
mise on the deadlocked election between 
Poland and Turkey to the Security Coun- 
cil. During most of the early ballots, 
Poland, backed by the Soviet Union, 
actually led in the voting—a clear indi- 
cation of the weakened position of the 
U.S. in terms of UN leadership. Neither 
country could get the necessary two- 
thirds majority, however, and just before 
the Assembly adjourned Poland was 
seated for the first year of the two year 
term and Turkey was promised the 
second year. 

Nuclear test bans came in for a long 
debate. The difference between the U.S. 
and the Soviets continued: the Soviets 
wanting a voluntary ban, not an in- 
spected ban; the U.S. wanting an inspec- 
tion system that can be applied to other 
disarmament measures. 

On disarmament, there is a strong feel- 
ing among smaller nations and in the 
Secretariat that the ten power com- 
mittee which has been set up outside the 
UN is a great blow to the UN. It is not 
representative of the UN. It contains 
no neutrals. The feeling is that the UN’s 
own commission should operate and the 
decisions should be made there and not 
outside the organization. 

It was a memorable Assembly, for 
what it accomplished, what it debated 
and what it failed to accomplish. 


EISENHOWER TO HUMPHREY ON COURT, DISARMAMENT 


November 17, 1959 
Dear Sen. Humphrey: 


I write now in fur- 
ther reply to your letter 
of October 21, 1959. 


One of the great pur- 
poses of this Adminis- 
tration has been to ad- 
vance the rule of law in 
the world, through ac- 
tions directly by the 
United States Govern- 
ment and in concert 
with the governments 
of other countries. It is 
open to us to further this great pur- 
pose both through optimum use of 
existing international institutions and 
through the adoption of changes and 
improvements in those institutions. ... 

One of the principal efforts of the 
United States in the last half dozen 
years has been to devise effective 
means for controlling and reducing 
armaments. . .. In order to make 
progress toward the goal of complete 
and general disarmament expressed in 
the United Nations resolution recently 
sponsored by the United States and 
the other members of the General As- 
sembly, this government has followed 
the policy of seeking reliable interna- 
tional agreements on manageable seg- 
ments of the whole arms problem. 
I am hopeful that the current Geneva 
negotiations on discon- 
tinuance of nuclear 
weapons tests will pro- 
duce agreement. A re- 
sulting treaty would, of 
course, be submitted to 
the Senate. 

Next year the United 
States will be partici- 
pating in further dis- 
armament efforts to be 
undertaken by a group 
of ten nations which 
will, as appropriate, re- 
port on its progress to 
the United Nations Dis- 
armament Commission 
and General Assembly. 


President Eisenhower 


Senator Hubert Humphrey 


The best and most care- 
fully elaborated dis- 
armament agreements 
are likely to carry with 
them some risks, at 
least theoretically, of 
evasion. But one must 
ponder, in reaching de- 
cisions on the very com- 
plex and difficult sub- 
ject of arms control, the 
enormous risks entailed 
if reasonable steps are 
not taken to curb the 
international competi- 
tion in armaments and 
to move effectively in the direction of 
disarmament. 

As you know from my message to 
the Congress on the State of the Un- 
ion in January, 1959, and from ex- 
pressions by the Vice President, the 
Secretary of State, and the Attorney 
General, the Administration is anx- 
ious to contribute to the greater effec- 
tiveness of the International Court of 
Justice. The Administration sup- 
ports elimination of the automatic 
reservation to the Court’s jurisdiction 
by which the United States has re- 
served to itself the right to determine 
unilaterally whether a subject of liti- 
gation lies essentially within domestic 
jurisdiction. I intend, therefore, on 
an appropriate occasion, to restate to 
the Congress my support for the 
elimination of this 
reservation. Elim- 
ination of this auto- 
matic reservation from 
our own declara- 
tion accepting com- 
pulsory jurisdiction 
would place the United 
States in a better posi- 
tion to urge other coun- 
tries to agree to wider 
jurisdiction of the In- 
ternational Court of 
Justice. 

I appreciate having 
your views on this vi- 
tally important subject. 

Dwight D. Eisenhower 
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would not even be discussed. A number ’ 
of delegations question the wisdom of 
this closure of debate. Had the Chinese 
not been so disagreeable in Tibet and on ee 


POLITICAL ACTION IN WASHINGTON 


By Sandford Z. Persons 


WASHINGTON 
BEAT 


Eisenhower to Hum- 
phrey: President Eisen- 
hower’s firm support for 
removal of the Connally 
Reservation on U.S. ad- 
herence to the World 
Court (see page 1) will 
undoubtedly mean action 
on Senate Resolution 94. 
By the time this is read, 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
may have scheduled hearings. UWF’s 
efforts in December to get qualified legal 
experts to talk with Senators on the facts 
of this matter will contribute to an in- 
formed debate on S. Res. 94. 


Congressional Calls: The results of 
UWF’s efforts to see members of Con- 
gress while they were home are still 
coming in. Reports to date have come 
in from 18 states. Six Senators and 14 
Representatives have been seen. Here 
are the details: Massachusetts (4), 
Washington (3), Connecticut (2), Dela- 
ware (2), and one each from California, 
Illinois, Iowa, Maine, New Mexico, New 
York, Ohio, Rhode Island and Wisconsin. 
Over half the Congressmen seen indicated 
interest in Members of Congress for 
World Peace Through Rule of Law. The 
committee will invite them to its meet- 
ings during the second session of the 
86th Congress. These reports will be the 
basis for much of my work in the com- 
ing weeks. 


Changes in SCR 52 and HCR 208-224: 
The sponsors of the UN Charter Review 
Resolution plan to relate the recent dis- 
armament developments to this issue in 
changes now under consideration. Watch 
for the introduction of a new resolution. 


Atlantic Union Hearings Possible: 
There is some indication that hearings 
may be held on S. Con. Res. 17 and H. 
Con. Res. 107-108, 146. This resolution 
was introduced by Senators Humphrey, 
Case of N. J., Cooper and Kefauver and 
by Representatives Carnahan and Za- 
blocki on March 19, 1959. It calls for 
a convention of representatives of the 
democratic governments of NATO and 
some other democracies to consider how 
to “achieve more effective and democratic 
unity in advancing their common eco- 
nomic and political affairs, their joint 
defense and the aims of world peace 
and individual freedom”. The Atlantic 


Union Committee is the principal backer 
of this resolution, with support from 
many prominent Americans. 


MY JOB ON 
CAPITOL HILL 


On January 6, the sec- 
ond session of the 86th 
Congress got under way. 
From now until about the 
8th of July, Washington 
will be humming with the 
feverish activity that sur- 
rounds every session of the 
U.S. Congress. 

My job during this pe- 
riod is to be your eyes and ears and, 
in part, your voice on Capitol Hill. What 
exactly do I do? 

Most mornings I spend calling on Con- 
gressional offices, talking with Congress- 
men or with their staff assistants. 
Usually the focal point of my call is 
specific legislation such as the UN Char- 
ter Review Resolution (SCR 52 and 
HCR 208-222) or SR 94; but whenever 
occasion warrants, I discuss UWF and 
our basic aims. 

A morning on the Hill often develops 
important information to be communi- 
cated to other offices or to UWF leaders 
nationally and locally. There may be a 
request for information or for a draft 
of a letter or speech’ material. These 
items must be taken care of at the office 
later in the day. I often have lunch with 
a staff assistant in the House or Senate 
cafeteria or with a Congressman in the 
Capitol before heading down to the of- 
fice. 

If there is an important hearing or 
floor debate, I sit in on it. If I want to 
get copies of key material, I call at the 
office of the appropriate committee or 
stop at the Government Printing Office. 
If it becomes important to see an agency 
of the Executive Branch, such as State 
or Health, Education and Welfare, I go 
there. 


Frequently, there are luncheon or late 
afternoon meetings of several inter- 
organizational committees in which UWF 
participates. These deal with Foreign 
Aid, Disarmament and the UN. Out of 
these meetings comes vital information 
and unified action on issues. I attend 
these as your representative. 

I am working with the committee of 
Members of Congress for World Peace 
Through Rule of Law to be helpful in 
any way I can. As occasion arises, I 
may be working on a breakfast for mem- 
bers of Congress at which UWF will be 
the host. 


Who Is Daiil Park? 


Daiil Park is a Korean student 
studying in the United States. He has 
been in this country for several years. 
At first he studied in various colleges 
and universities in the East, Middle 
West and South. 


At present he is at the University of 
Alaska at College, Alaska, where he 
is a graduate student in Chemical 
Engineering. He has his A.B. from 
Florida Southern College in Political 
Science. 


Mr. Park has been in correspond- 
ence with UWF for some time. Last 
summer he joined. 


At the University of Alaska he de- 
cided to do something about his be- 
liefs. As a result, sixteen students 
and one adult had joined UWF in 
Alaska when this issue went to press. 
These students have called upon mem- 
bers of the University Administration 
to request permission to organize a 
chapter, are in the process of doing 
so as soon as certain technicalities 
have been completed, have contacted 
the Alaska World Affairs Council and 
are showing definite signs of activity. 


Daiil Park is chiefly responsible. 
And that is who he is. More power 
to him. 


I look forward to making appointments 
with their Senators and Representatives 
for Federalists visiting Washington. 


Back at the office in the afternoon, I 
communicate with UWF leaders by letter 
and telephone, call Congressional offices, 
draft Political Action memoranda and 
Every-Member Action mailings as de- 
manded by events. 


This is a picture of my job. What is 
yours? 


You and the voice you raise are the 
keys to our effectiveness. When I walk 
into a Congressional office where the 
boss knows you personally or knows of 
your UWF activity in his District, it 
makes a world of difference. When I find 
that an office has received a good volume 
of mail, thoughtful, sincere letters, the 
effect is measureable. 


When your letters to the Editor and 
your news releases have appeared in the 
papers in the District, they are noted 
and have obviously made an impression. 
The effort you make to communicate 
your convictions determines the effective- 
ness of UWF and the speed with which 
our goals can be reached. 


THE READERS FORUM 


President Eisenhower must soon pro- 
claim to the world a much larger vision 
than Khrushchev’s call for “disarma- 
ment” ...a more majestic plan for the 
safety and security of mankind ...a 
more moral program for the survival of 
the human race. “Disarmament” carries 
a connotation of possible weakness, of 
rendering the nation weak in the face 
of future unseen danger. 


. .. President Eisenhower must come 
forth with a proposal that will deserve 
full support from the Soviet people, full 
support from the Chinese people, full 
support from the in-between people, full 
support from the American people. It 
must have full public support in the U.S. 
from Republicans and Democrats, from 
liberals and conservatives, from such 
organizations as the American Legion 
and the United World Federalists and 
the Sane Nuclear Policy group, and from 
the churches of all theologies. 


The naked, raw, horrible, hard fact 
of our present situation, that President 
Eisenhower alone can either hide from 
the American people or can tell them 
honestly, is that the unbelievable forward 
thrust of science in this generation has 
rendered obsolete and impotent the “na- 
tion” as a safety device . . . Now the 
onward thrust of science has exploded 
the dimension of danger to mankind to 
the extent that no nation, ever again, 
can provide the safety and security for 
all its citizens, for which the nation was 
intended. 


The President could now electrify 
world public opinion by announcing U.S. 
dedication to the long-range, difficult 
challenge of creating a world safety or- 
ganization that would provide physical 
safety for all people . . . Details of this 
world safety organization need not be 
spelled out, but left as a challenge to 
the best available brains of mankind, 
everywhere. No political or other leader 
in the world could refuse publicly to 
support this call for world public safety. 
The President’s challenge might read: 

- “American future policy will be 
dedicated to the eventual creation of a 
world safety organization stronger than 
. .. the present United Nations which 
cannot provide safety against the danger 


of war .. . strong enough that it can 
assure: 


1. That no nation ever again will have 
the capacity to threaten or to wage war 
against other people. 


2. That each nation and area will 
exist in an environment of safety, and 
' will have its sovereignty restored to it, 
that henceforth, for all future time, it 


will not have any facet of its domestic 
political economy controlled by or afraid 
of the majority, minority, or veto whims 
of persons or governments in foreign 
nations. 


8. That after the world has _ been 
made safe from war and safe from 
foreign domination, manpower, money 
and material now dissipated in prepara- 
tion for war can be transformed into 
creative effort to feed, clothe, house, 
educate and bring health and welfare to 
people of every emerging country to the 
extent they desire to achieve them 
through their own efforts, with the help 
of all moral forces available from out- 
side. 


The world safety organization itself 
will have to be designed and constructed 
with balance of power and authority and 
responsibility such that it cannot become 
a tyrant super-government dominating 
sovereign national governments or domi- 
nating the minds of citizens of any 
nation. 


Howard G. Kurtz, New York 


I fully agree ... that the U.S. must 
take leadership in pushing toward total, 
enforceable disarmament. There are tre- 
mendous difficulties involved which it will 
take long, patient negotiations to remove. 
There are also intricacies to the problem 
of inspection and control which will have 


to be carefully handled. But the ob-— 


jective is essential to peace and must be 
pursued vigorously. I also think it better 
to aim directly at total, universal dis- 
armament, rather than at the piece- 
meal approach to the objective through 
partial disarmament. I also think that 
the work of President Eisenhower has 
opened up a new opportunity which 
should not be lost by delay or vacillation. 


I am equally convinced that essential 
as it is, total, enforceable disarmament 
is only a first step and that in and by 
itself it cannot assure world peace and 
security. Enforceable world law must be 
established. I therefore agree with Am- 
bassador Lodge that “if all nations lay 
down their arms, there must be institu- 
tions to preserve international peace and 
security and promote the rule of law”. 
In view of this the Ambassador has asked 
three essential questions. Questions as 
to how world law is to be legislated and 
adjudicated—in other words, what other 
institutions are required to preserve 
peace under law—are also essential. 


The Rev. Phillip S. Moore, C.S.C. 
Academic Assistant to the President, 
Notre Dame University. 


POETRY CORNER 


“In time, Army officials say, 
gas warfare may become as ‘re- 
spectable’ as the bullet.” News- 
week, Nov. 30, 1959 


The bullet had its little day 
In circles militaire, 

The day will dawn when lethal gas 
Has entree anywhere. 


High time to recognize a guest 
So charming and so quick, 

Flattering equally the corpse 
Of Harry, Tom or Dick. 


All hail the broad official minds 
That put this guest at ease! 
No snobbery can I detect 
When soldiers shoot the breeze. 


Millicent L. Pettit, Pennsylvania 


State Department 
Spokesman on Law 


From a speech made in Cincinnati on 
UN Day by William W. Scranton, Special 
Assistant to the Secretary of State: 


“Inevitably, the United Nations will 
have a foremost role in solving the ar- 
mament problem. If all nations are to 
lay down their arms, international insti- 
tutions must be developed to preserve 
international peace and security. 


“Quite clearly, there are three areas 
in particular which need study: namely, 
the establishment of an_ international 
police force . . . ; principles of inter- 
national law to govern the use of such 
a force; and delineation of the size of 
internal security forces required by na- 
tions of the world if regular armaments 
are abolished ... 


“ |... It is clear that a rule of law, 
and the means to police it, are essential. 
This brings us to a deeper and even 
more profound subject: namely, the 
necessity for an overall body of law and 
enforcement to maintain and assure 
World Peace. 


“Inevitably, though very gradually, 
the world is coming closer to this, year 
by year.” 


Internationally speaking, I get pretty 
discouraged when I reflect on the ram- 
pant nationalism of our times. I realize, 
however, that we have to go on agitating, 
in the belief that our proposals do make 
sense and that only by their adoption can 
the world achieve real peace. 3 


Robert E. Campbell, New Jersey 
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NOTE: Have you renewed? Use the form below 


Use this to get a friend to join. This is the time to help swell the ranks. 


to sign up a new member. 


Zone State 

$100.00 or more Se $50.00 $25.00 
Payable——Monthly, or——Quarterly, or——Check 

1 If you wish to join the WORLD ASSOCIATION OF WORLD FEDERALISTS, and receive “The World Federalist’, please check here and enclose an 


additional $3.00 
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